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REMARKS 

This is in response to the Office Action dated August 4, 2005. Claims 8-9 and 12-15 are 
pending. 

Claims 8, 12, 14 and 15 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 102(b) as being allegedly 
anticipated by Hirano (US 5,484,326). This Section 102(b) rejection is respectfully traversed for 
at least the following reasons. 

Claims 8, 12, 14 and 15 all require that slicing is performed after polishing. The cited art 
fails to disclose or suggest this. 

Hirano discloses an ingot process where cutting is performed after "grinding." The 
Office Action bases the rejection on the incorrect allegation that the claimed polishing reads on 
Hirano's "grinding." This is not the case. Polishing is much different than grinding, and the 
claimed polishing does not read on the "grinding" of Hirano. 

Those of skill in the art know that polishing involves smoothing and making glossy, or so 
as to have a mirror-like finish which is a type of being glossy. In contrast, "grinding" does not 
necessitate a glossy appearance, and is much different than "polishing" in this respect. Thus, 
those of skill in the art would readily recognize that the claimed polishing does not read on the 
"grinding" of Hirano. For this reason, Hirano fails to disclose or suggest that slicing is 
performed after polishing as required by claims 8, 12, 14 and 15. 

It is respectfully requested that all rejections be withdrawn. All claims are in condition 
for allowance. If any minor matter remains to be resolved, the Examiner is invited to telephone 
the undersigned with regard to the same. 
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